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COMMENT ON DR. BENGT HUBENDICK’S PROPOSAL RELATING TO 
THE TYPE SPECIES OF THE GENUS 44 ANCYLUS 44 MULLER (O.F.), 1774 
(CLASS GASTROPODA) 

By HUGH WATSON 
(Cambridge, England) 

(Commission's reference Z.N.(S.)240) 

(Enclosure to letter dated 15th June 1951) 

I have been asked to express my views on an application submitted to the 
International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature in 1947 asking the Com¬ 
mission “ to use its plenary powers to designate Ancylus fluviatilis Muller, 1774, 
to be the type species of the above genus, in place of Patella lacustris Linnaeus, 
1758, selected as such by Children in 1823.” Although I have not seen the 
application itself, I am informed that it “ is based upon the confusion which would 
result from the strict application of the ordinary Rules in the present case, having 
regard especially to the fact that the term 4 Ancylus-See 4 is deeply entrenched 
in European geological literature as the name of a limnic stage of the Baltic, that 
term having been given because of the occurrence in that area of the foregoing 
species ; the strict application of the ordinary Rules would mean the acceptance 
as the type species of Ancylus of a species which did not occur in the foregoing area, 
with the result that the long-standing term 4 Ancylus-See ’ would lose its meaning 
and would have to be abandoned for some entirely new expression, a course which 
[the applicant] considers would be entirely impracticable.” 

The sentence just quoted seems to me admirably to summarise the strongest 
reason in favour of this application being granted. To attempt to change the 
long-standing.term “Ancylus-See” (or Lake) might cause much inconvenience 
and possible confusion to geologists for a very long period ; while to retain it if 
the genus now to be called Ancylus is not known to occur there might seem to be 
sadly misleading. In favour of this application being granted I might also point 
out that E. L. Geoffroy in his work of 1767, in which he proposed the name Ancylus , 
is not considered to have employed binominal nomenclature, and the name must 
therefore be attributed to 0. F. Muller, 1774, who included in the genus the two 
species, A. lacustris (Linnaeus) and A. fluviatilis Muller ; and that those subsequent 
authors who first placed these species in separate genera, such as J. E. Gray, 1840 
(in Turton’s Manual, pp. 66, 230), H. & A. Adams, 1855, and their followers removed 
A. lacustris to a separate genus with another name and retained A. fluviatilis in 
Ancylus itself, of which genus Gray in 1847 selected 44 Pat. fluviatilis ” as the type 
species. Moreover, even since the discovery in 1921 of Children’s prior type selection, 
eminent malacologists like Thiele (1931, 1935), Ehrmann (1933), Hubendick (1947),* 
and Mandahl-Barth (1949) have continued this usage, which it is the object of the 
present application to make permanent. And if the genus containing A. lacustris 
is to be called Ancylus , then the correct name of that to which A. fluviatilis belongs 
w T ill be in doubt, some authors considering that it should be Ancylastrum Bour- 
guignat, 1853, and others Pseudancylus Walker, 1921. 

On the other hand, the following arguments might be advanced in opposition 
to the granting of this application. The name Ancylus w^as first proposed by 
Geoffroy in 1767 for a single species which he identified as Patella lacustris Linnaeus ; 
and, although there is a slight doubt as to whether the species to which Linnaeus 
and Geoffroy applied this name w as not a composite one that included also Muller’s 
A, fluviatilis , there can be no such doubt in regard to the identity of the Ancylus 
lacustris of Muller, which he placed first and stated was Geoffroy’s 44 Ancylus ,” 
the name which Muller adopted for the genus. It might therefore be argued that 
A . lacustris must be taken as the type species of Ancylus Muller, in the same way 
that it is held that when in 1781 Muller adopted the name Bulinus Adanson, 1757, 
for another genus, the species to which Adanson had applied this name (and which 
Muller called B. senegalensis) must be regarded as the type species of Muller’s 
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genus Bulinus (see Pilsbry & Bequacrt, 1927, p. 134). Accordingly, when Children 
definitely selected A. lacustris as tho type species of Ancylus in 1823, he was acting 
very properly, and Gray was clearly making a mistake in selecting A. Jluviatilis 
as the type species 24 years later. That this was a mistake, however, was realised 
more than thirty years ago, and since then most authors have rightly regarded 
A. lacustris as the type species of Ancylus , and if they placed A. Jluviatilis in a 
separate genus, they have given it another generic name. For example, this course 
was followed by Kennard & Woodward in 1920, and in their “ Synonymy ” (1926) 
and in their many other writings on British Pleistocene, Holocene, and Recent 
non-marine Mollusca ; by Bryant Walker, the American authority on the Ancylidae, 
in various writings from 1921 until his death ; by H. B. Baker, who wrote in 1925 : 
“ Ancylus Muller (1774), type Patella lacustris Linne (chosen by Children, 1823-4) 
is the only legitimate Ancylus s.s.” ; by A. E. Ellis in his standard book on British 
snails (1926) ; by Pilsbry & Bequaert in their great work on the freshwater Mollusca 
of the Congo (1927) ; by L. Germain in his standard work on French land and 
freshwater Mollusca (1931) ; by C. R. Boettger in his paper on freshwater limpets 
(1932) and subsequent works on German Gastropods ; by H. Schlesch in his writings 
on the non-marine Mollusca of Denmark (1934) and Latvia (1942) ; by M. Connolly 
in his Monographic Survey of South African non-marine Mollusca (1939) ; and by 
L. Forcart in his small book on Swiss snails and mussels (1947). Seeing therefore 
that the majority of able writers on this subject in different countries appear to 
have employed the name Ancylus for the genus including A. lacustris , in accordance 
with the Rules, it might be argued that it would be extremely confusing to attempt 
now to transfer this name to the genus containing A. Jluviatilis in opposition to 
the ordinary Rules. 

Thus, it might be thought that the International Commission should not use 
its powers to suspend the Rules, when to do so now would lead to a change that 
might cause greater confusion than the alteration of the term “ Ancylus-See ” to 
“ Pseudancylus-See ” or “ Ancylastrum-See,” which is as great a change as the 
geologists might need to make in their terminology. And they might not think 
that even this change was at all necessary, for during the nineteenth century the 
majority of authors followed Muller himself in including both A. lacustris and 
A. Jluviatilis in the genus Ancylus , and even as late as 1927 and 1930 eminent 
malacologists like D. Gyer and G. Mermod continued to do so in their well-known 
works on German and Swiss snails, and so did A. E. Boycott in 1936, when he dealt 
with the habitats of the British freshwater Mollusca. Therefore, the term “ Ancylus- 
See,” being by no means new, might be held simply to mean that the lake contained 
fresh-water limpets, that is to say, members of the genus Ancylus in its older and 
broader sense, without implying to which of the smaller genera into which Ancylus 
is now divided they belonged. 

Lastly, if, contrary to the ordinary Rules, the name Ancylus were now to be 
applied to the restricted genus which includes A. Jluviatilis instead of to that 
containing A. lacustris , it would still be necessary to decide whether A. Jluviatilis 
is also to be regarded as the type species of Ancylastrum Bourguignat, 1853, not¬ 
withstanding that Bourguignat himself designated his A. cumingianus as the type 
species as on this disputed question depends the problem not only of which of the 
two generic names, Pseudancylus Walker, 1921, and Ancylastrum , should be used 
for A . Jluviatilis if Ancylus is used for A. lacustris , but also of whether Ancylastrum 
or Tasmancylus Iredale, 1926, is to be used for A. cumingianus Bourguignat, which 
belongs to a third genus. It is to be hoped that the International Commission will 
not fail also to decide this matter at the same time, as reference to the same body of 
literature is necessary for its study, and it concerns practically the same question, 
namely, of which genus or genera should A. Jluviatilis be regarded as the type species. 

It is, in my view, clear that the advantages of suspending the strict application 
of the Rules in the present case would not be so unquestionable as in cases where 
the technical validity of generic names in general use is found to be doubtful 
but their change would cause great confusion and their retention none at all— 
as in Bithynia for B. tentaculata (Linnaeus), etc., and Helicella for H. itala (Linnaeus), 
etc. My view is therefore that the Commission would do well to consider carefully 
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the weight y arguments against as well as in favour of granting this application before 
coming to a conclusion about it. It is greatly to be hoped, however, that it will then 
come to a definite decision, one way or the other, without further delay, that will 
enable us to know whether we should call the genus containing A. lacustris (Lin¬ 
naeus) Ancylus Muller or Acroloxus Beck, that containing A. fluviatilis Ancylus 
Muller, Ancylastrum Bourguignat or Pseudancylus Walker, and that containing 
A . cumingianus Bourguignat Ancylastrum Bourguignat or Tasmancylus Iredale. 

WJ9CHA?,ED 
24JUL 1952 

SUPPLEMENTARY NOTE ON THE PROPOSAL THAT THE GENERIC 
NAMES “ ANCYLUS ” MULLER (O.F.), 1774, AND “ ACROLOXUS ” BECK, 

1837 (CLASS GASTROPODA) SHOULD BE ADDED TO THE " OFFICIAL 
LIST OF GENERIC NAMES IN ZOOLOGY ” : SUPPORT FOR DR. BENGT 
HUBENDICK’S RECOMMENDATION THAT THE PLENARY POWERS 
SHOULD BE USED TO VALIDATE THE USE OF THE FORMER OF THE 
ABOVE NAMES IN ITS ACCUSTOMED SENSE 
By A. E. ELLIS 
(Epsom College, Surrey , England) 

(Commission’s reference Z.N.(S.)240) 

(Enclosure to letter dated 5th June 1951) 

In my application Z.X.(S.)470 (1951, Bull. zool. Nomenel. 2 : 119-125) for the 
addition to the Official List of Generic Names in Zoology of the names of certain 
non-marine genera of the Phylum Mollusca, I included a request that there should 
be added to the List (1) the name Ancylus Muller (O.F.), 1774 (type species, by 
selection by Gray (1847) : Ancylus fluviatilis Muller (O.F.), 1774) and (2) the name 
Acroloxus Beck, 1837 (type species, by selection by Herrmannsen (1846) : Patella 
lacustris Linnaeus, 1758). Since the publication of the foregoing application my 
attention has been drawn to the fact that, prior to the selection by Gray in 1847 
of Ancylus fluviatilis Muller, 1774, as. the type species of Ancylus Muller, 1774, 
Children in 1823 (Quart. J. Sci. 15 : 231) had selected Patella lacustris Linnaeus, 
1758 (the second of the two nominal species cited by Muller in 1774 imder the 
generic name Ancylus ) to be the type species of the genus Ajicylus Muller. 

2. Children’s action in this matter, which I regret I overlooked, makes it 
necessary to re-examine this case, since, imder a strict application of the Regies, 
it would be necessary to transfer the generic name Ancylus Muller from the genus 
for which it is so well-known to the genus equally well-known imder the name 
Acroloxus Beck, 1837. In addition, it would be necessary to find a new term in 
place of the term “ Ancylus Lake ” to denote the stage in the history of the Baltic 
Sea at present known by that term by reason of the occurrence of Ancylus , as 
typified by A. fluviatilis Muller, in that area during the portion of the Pleistocene 
concerned. 

3. As will immediately be obvious, such changes could not fail to give rise to 
confusion, affecting, as they would, the nomenclature both of living and fossil 
forms, and also general geological literature. I understand that on these grounds 
Dr. Bengt Hubendick of the University of Uppsala has requested the International 
Commission to prevent this confusion from arising by using its plenary powers 
to set aside Children’s (1823) selection of Patella lacustris Linnaeus, 1758, as the 
type species of Ancylus Muller, 1774, and itself to designate Ancylus fluviatilis 
Muller, 1774, to be the type species of this genus. This is precisely the action 
which, in my opinion, is required if serious and unnecessary confusion and name¬ 
changing is to be avoided in this case. I accordingly desire to support Dr. Huben- 
dick’s recommendation that the International Commission on Zoological Nomen¬ 
clature should use its plenary powers in the manner proposed. 


